20061014.ba v03_n964.bam.20061014

>From ???@??? Sat Oct 14 09:02:37 2006 -0600
Date: Sat, 14 Oct 2006 14:01:05 GMT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3964
Message-Id: <20061014140106.ED09F1B7F3E@srvr1.theporch.com>

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 3964

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) Instant Ham Mag Library
	by john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
  2) Re: 1929 QSO Party and Xtal  Control
	by "Marty Reynolds' debris field" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
  3) Re: 500-cycle Spark Transmission
	by "Herbert M. Rosenthal" <herbrose@comcast.net>
  4) More estate stuff~b polepeeg
	by stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
  5) More estate stuff redux
	by stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
  6) Re: More estate stuff~b polepeeg
	by "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
  7) Fw: ARLB019 FCC releases long-awaited "Omnibus" Amateur Radio Report and Order
	by "JAMES HANLON" <knjhanlon@msn.com>
  8) Eureka Re: More estate stuff~b polepeeg
	by "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
  9) [FWD] Famous signal may have been static
	by Jerry Proc <jerry7proc@yahoo.com>
 10) Re: [FWD] Famous signal may have been static
	by "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
 11) Re: [FWD] Famous signal may have been static
	by WA5CAB@cs.com
 12) Re:  Famous signal may have been static
	by "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
 13) Re: Famous signal may have been static
	by "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-Id: <6.2.1.2.2.20061009155636.026a1790@pop-server.nc.rr.com>
Date: Mon, 09 Oct 2006 15:59:47 -0400
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
Subject: Instant Ham Mag Library
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

I'm fishing out dupes of my magazine collections, and find I have duplicate 
decades of

QST (From early 30's through the 60's)

Ham Radio (Almost all)

CQ (from the late 40s-late 60s)

I really don't want to ship these, but I'll haul them a reasonable distance 
or meet you at a regional 'fest.  I'll make a good deal on decades, a 
better deal on the whole works. Just think, and instant BA library. Ponder 
the aroma...the mass...the sight. It's a beautiful thing!

John K5MO

Clayton NC

johnmb  AT   nc  dot rr  dot   calm



-- 
Internal Virus Database is out-of-date.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.405 / Virus Database: 268.12.8/455 - Release Date: 9/22/2006

------------------------------
Message-ID: <49647.24.98.51.191.1160482281.squirrel@fracas.netboobie.org>
Date: Tue, 10 Oct 2006 08:11:21 -0400 (EDT)
Subject: Re: 1929 QSO Party and Xtal  Control
From: "Marty Reynolds' debris field" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;charset=iso-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

> I was once told that the AWA's "1929 QSO Party" set 1929
> as the target date in order to predate crystal control.
> However, my 1926 ARRL Handbook features several
> crystal controlled transmitters.
> Does anyone have the straight of this?
> Thanks.
>
>

Dave I'm pretty sure '1929' used in title is because designs from around that
time are encouraged.  Self-excited Hartleys & TNTs being mainstays.  Xtal
control is part of the 'encouraged' mix too.

   Marty

------------------------------
Message-ID: <452BA1E3.3080904@comcast.net>
Date: Tue, 10 Oct 2006 07:36:35 -0600
From: "Herbert M. Rosenthal" <herbrose@comcast.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: 500-cycle Spark Transmission
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=windows-1252; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

David,

Dunno about what the originals sounded like on the very old receivers, 
but I remember hearing many xtal rigs in the 1940s sound pretty much 
like that!. In the rush to get back on the air after WW II, there were 
many 59/2/ -5/9/5 signals -pretty poor but quite readable. Some xtals 
had that exact combination of buzz and tone modulation on your MP3 
track, and some possibly caused by lousy BFOs-remember, some early 
receivers used IF feedback to generate the BFO pitch... and there were 
the 'whoop-whoop' cw signals from the early days of VFOs... I had one 
that I absolutely could not tame if the VFO was keyed, so I inserted an 
intermediate amplifier and keyed that and placed  VR tubes all over the 
place... and cleaned up my signal.. of course you had to have a T/R 
switch-no break in.

Thanks for the audio; I've stored it with other stuff like this.

Herb W5AN
Albuquerque
W2PIV in 1946 (Syracuse)


David Stinson wrote:

>Is there anyone left alive  <snip> <snip> ...
>  
>

------------------------------
Date: Wed, 11 Oct 2006 08:45:39 -0400 (EDT)
From: stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
Message-Id: <200610111245.k9BCjdM6004336@fracas.netboobie.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: More estate stuff~b polepeeg


  - Electronic Measurements Corp. 204A  0-500V supply, 300ma.  clean
    rack-mount thing

      $60 anyone?

  - TT6/FG tty & tape reader w2. TT53 reperf.  Say $45?
    Please pass on to 'green keys'

  - 20-813 dual 813 amp & PS.  6B4 clamper or screen
    pass reg.?.  Very nice HB.  $80

  - Amer Bosch ARMA div'n 400hz 115V rack mount 120W supply.  Tuning 
    fork / quad 807 amp.  Another nice r-m with AN cables incl.

      $70

  ---and, tah dah----

  -Pacific Measurement Div'n Noise Figure meter.  R-M, w. book, like new

      bid?

Did I say several fully enclosed free 6'x19"racks?  FREE

CQs, 73s, Ham Radio, loads 'o QSTs.  Will meet or beat johnmb's u-haul
offer.

    Marty

------------------------------
Date: Wed, 11 Oct 2006 13:19:47 -0400 (EDT)
From: stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
Message-Id: <200610111719.k9BHJl79005480@fracas.netboobie.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: More estate stuff redux

I goofed & forgot to say these beauts are in Atlanta.  Can deliver lots to
big Lawrenceville, GA hamfest 11/4.

  - Electronic Measurements Corp. 204A  0-500V supply, 300ma.  clean
    rack-mount thing

      $60 anyone?  (have a maybe)

  - TT6/FG tty & tape reader w2. TT53 reperf.  Say $45?
    Please pass on to 'green keys'

  - 20-80 dual G-G 813 amp & PS.  6B4 clamper or screen
    pass reg.?.  Very nice HB.  $80

  - Amer Bosch ARMA div'n 400hz 115V rack mount 120W supply.  Tuning 
    fork / quad 807 amp.  Another nice r-m with AN cables incl.

      $70

  ---and, tah dah----

  -Pacific Measurement Div'n Noise Figure meter.  R-M, w. book, like new

      bid?

Did I say several fully enclosed free 6'x19"racks?  FREE

CQs, 73s, Ham Radio, loads 'o QSTs.  Will meet or beat johnmb's u-haul
offer.

   ---but wait, that's not all---

  - Fairchild/Dumont scope of Tek 561 vintage.  4 chan vert. amp plug & 
    sweep plug.  Neat joystick centering.   One Tek probe.  runs fb

     say $35?

  - Kenwood TS-440AT with Kenwood p-s  Here's a bargain by auction
    standards...

       $440

    --- carry-overs fm earlier post---

  - new BC-221-Q

     perhaps $60?

  - Halli S-27  has ID plate saying built by Halli for FCC
    very complete, rust-free, runs?  deceased's son wants $120

     offer?

  - 6M 4-400 kw + ps.  Good H-B work

     $50?

  - Complete Northern Radio RTTY ensemble including power supplies
    & much doc.  115 VFO, etc.

     6 rack units for $70?

thanks for the read -  send in the offers, send in the clowns

    Marty

------------------------------
Message-ID: <008c01c6ed8d$2647a900$0de7e8c7@Laptop>
From: "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: More estate stuff~b polepeeg
Date: Wed, 11 Oct 2006 19:29:49 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I can never get through to Marty. Anyone else have the problem?
Here is what I get back to a direct reply:

Your message has encountered delivery problems
to the following recipient(s):
polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org
(Was addressed to polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org)
Delivery failed
'A' record route is invalid because MX route is not specifically unknown 
(facility 29, code 13, custom error)

bob...w2ami

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "stuck in 50s" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
To: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2006 8:45 AM
Subject: More estate stuff~b polepeeg
...................
    Marty


------------------------------
Message-ID: <BAY110-DAV1777A3BEC366FCF49F6D14A0150@phx.gbl>
From: "JAMES HANLON" <knjhanlon@msn.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Fw: ARLB019 FCC releases long-awaited "Omnibus" Amateur Radio Report and Order
Date: Wed, 11 Oct 2006 23:26:32 -0600
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
	boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00D1_01C6ED8C.AF7F07A0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00D1_01C6ED8C.AF7F07A0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Excuse me, please, if you've seen this.  But look at the 80 meter phone =
allocation!

Jim, w8KGI
----- Original Message -----=20
From: ARRL Web site<mailto:memberlist@www.arrl.org>=20
To: knjhanlon@msn.com<mailto:knjhanlon@msn.com>=20
Cc: Subscribed ARRL Members:<mailto:Subscribed%20ARRL%20Members:>=20
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2006 8:05 PM
Subject: ARLB019 FCC releases long-awaited "Omnibus" Amateur Radio =
Report and Order


SB QST @ ARL $ARLB019
ARLB019 FCC releases long-awaited ''Omnibus'' Amateur Radio Report and =
Order

ZCZC AG19
QST de W1AW =20
ARRL Bulletin 19  ARLB019
>From ARRL Headquarters =20
Newington CT  October 12, 2006
To all radio amateurs=20

SB QST ARL ARLB019
ARLB019 FCC releases long-awaited ''Omnibus'' Amateur Radio Report and =
Order

Ending a protracted waiting period, the FCC's Report and Order in
the so-called ''Omnibus'' Amateur Radio proceeding, WT Docket 04-140,
was adopted October 4 and released October 10, 2006. In it, the FCC
adopted nearly all of the proposed changes in the Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking released back in 2004. The FCC has:

+ expanded the phone subbands in the 75 and 40 meter bands;

+ permitted auxiliary stations to transmit on portions of the 2
meter band;

+ permitted the use of spread spectrum on 222-225 MHz;

+ permitted amateurs to retransmit communications from the
International Space Station;

+ permitted amateur licensees to designate a specific Amateur Radio
club to receive their call sign in memoriam;

+ prohibited an applicant from filing more than one application for
a specific vanity call sign;

+ eliminated certain restrictions on equipment manufacturers;

+ permitted Amateur Radio stations in Alaska and surrounding waters
more flexibility in providing emergency communications;

+ clarified that ''amateur stations may, at all times and on all
frequencies authorized to the control operator, make transmissions
necessary to meet essential communication needs and to facilitate
relief actions'';

+ deleted the frequency bands and segments specified for RACES
stations;

and

+ deleted the requirement for public announcement of test locations
and times.

In addition, the FCC took several other miscellaneous actions.

In ''refarming'' the frequencies currently authorized to Novice and
Technician Plus licensees, the Commission increased the voice
segments for General, Advanced and Amateur Extra licensees.

On 75 meters, Generals will be able to use voice from 3800-4000 kHz,
an increase of 50 kHz. Advanced class licensees will be able to use
voice from 3700-4000, an increase of 75 kHz, and Amateur Extras will
be able to use voice from 3600 to 4000 kHz, a generous increase of
150 kHz.

On 40 meters, Advanced and Extra Class licensees will be able to use
voice from 7125-7300 kHz, an increase of 25 kHz. General class
licensees will be able to use voice on 7175-7300 kHz, an increase of
50 kHz.

On 15 meters, General class operators will have phone privileges on
21275-21450 kHz, an increase of 25 kHz.

ARRL President Joel Harrison, W5ZN, expressed the ARRL's gratitude
to the FCC Commissioners in a letter dated October 11: ''On behalf of
the ARRL and the Commission's licensees in the Amateur Radio Service
I want to express appreciation for your release yesterday of the
Report and Order in WT Docket 04-140 (FCC 06-149) amending Part 97
of the Commission's Rules. The Commission's action in clearing this
pending proceeding will assist the Amateur Radio Service in meeting
its objectives, particularly with regard to providing emergency and
public service communications.''

The changes will go into effect 30 days after the R&O is published
in the Federal Register.
NNNN
/EX

------=_NextPart_000_00D1_01C6ED8C.AF7F07A0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*         ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---            *
*     This post contains a forbidden message format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

------=_NextPart_000_00D1_01C6ED8C.AF7F07A0--

------------------------------
Message-ID: <006d01c6edf8$b06c2eb0$08e7e8c7@Laptop>
From: "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Eureka Re: More estate stuff~b polepeeg
Date: Thu, 12 Oct 2006 08:19:37 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Marty contacted me directly and gave me another address to try.
Must be an ISP cockpit problem on my end per Marty.
Tnx 4 all the replies,
bob...w2ami

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>


I can never get through to Marty. Anyone else have the problem?
Here is what I get back to a direct reply:

Your message has encountered delivery problems
to the following recipient(s):
polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org
(Was addressed to polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org)
Delivery failed
'A' record route is invalid because MX route is not specifically unknown 
(facility 29, code 13, custom error)

------------------------------
Message-ID: <20061013182935.61322.qmail@web34612.mail.mud.yahoo.com>
Date: Fri, 13 Oct 2006 11:29:35 -0700 (PDT)
From: Jerry Proc <jerry7proc@yahoo.com>
Subject: [FWD] Famous signal may have been static
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

PUBLICATION:  Edmonton Journal
DATE:  2006.10.13
EDITION:  Final
SECTION:  News
PAGE:  F7
BYLINE:  Randy Boswell
SOURCE:  CanWest News Service
ILLUSTRATION: Photo: Journal News Services, file /
What exactly
GuglielmoMarconi heard from the wireless in 1901
remains the subject
of scientific debate.; Photo: Journal Stock / Radio
engineer Jack
Belrose
WORD COUNT:  746

---------------------------------------------------------------------

Famous signal may have been static: Scientists test
Marconi's claim
that he received 1901 transmission in Newfoundland

---------------------------------------------------------------------

It's a landmark event in Canadian history, a global
communications
milestone to rival Alexander Graham Bell's invention
of the
telephone -- but there is growing controversy
surrounding Guglielmo
Marconi's 1901 claim to have received the first
transatlantic
wireless message at St. John's, Nfld.

Now a group of radio experts from Canada, Britain and
the U.S. is
set to launch an experiment to determine whether the
Italian
inventor really did hear the famous "dot-dot-dot" that
has made
Signal Hill one of the Newfoundland's best-known
tourist
attractions.

Using vintage technology to simulate Marconi's
equipment and
conducting the test during an identical "sunspot
minimum" to
recreate the December 1901 atmospheric conditions for
radio-wave
transmission, the team hopes to settle a debate
sparked by doubting
scientists during the lavish 2001 centennial
celebrations to mark
the supposed "Marconi Miracle."

"We're trying to understand what actually happened in
1901," said
Joe Craig of the Marconi Radio Club of Newfoundland,
which is
working on the project with a sister organization in
Poldhu,
England -- the Cornwall town from which Marconi's
historic signal
was sent 105 years ago.

Wireless technology -- the forerunner of communication
systems used
today for radio, cellphones and wireless computing --
was in its
infancy at the dawn of the 20th century. And Marconi
was among a
handful of inventors racing to extend transmission
distances and
establish potentially lucrative networks of signal
stations for
shipping companies and other customers.

Seated at a Signal Hill hospital room just after noon
on Dec. 12,
1901 -- a moment heralded by Marconi mythologizers as
"the 12th hour
of the 12th day of the 12th month" -- the scientist
claimed to have
detected a three-click Morse code signal for the
letter "S" that had
been sent via a rudimentary spark transmitter from
Poldhu.

"On 12 December, the signals transmitted from Cornwall
were clearly
received at the pre-arranged times, in many cases a
succession of
S's being heard distinctly," Marconi would later
report. He
acknowledged, however, that "probably in consequence
of the weakness
of the signals and the constant variations in the
height of the
receiving aerial, no actual message could be
deciphered."

In 2001, one of Canada's leading radio scientists
published a study
challenging Marconi's claim. Jack Belrose, an engineer
with the
federal Communications Research Centre in Ottawa,
argued that
Marconi's equipment could not possibly have detected a
signal from
England.

Belrose contended that what Marconi probably heard
were lightning
flashes or click patterns that naturally occur in the
ever-present
crackle of atmospheric background noise.

"As far as I'm concerned," Belrose said at the time,
Marconi "heard
absolutely nothing. He deceived himself and the world
into thinking
he heard something."

Craig said Belrose's "very persuasive" thesis and
other recent
studies have prompted radio enthusiasts around the
world to
increasingly question Marconi's achievement. And even
though there
is no dispute that Marconi received a transatlantic
signal in 1902
at a station in Glace Bay, N.S., the success of the
Signal Hill
experiment -- celebrated in history books, on postage
stamps and at
the National Historic Site in St. John's run by Parks
Canada -- is
now widely doubted.

Craig's own view is that it was "probably unlikely,
but not
impossible" for Marconi to have received the Poldhu
signal.

Sunspots, he notes, could have been a key factor
because solar
disturbances are now known -- though not in 1901 -- to
disrupt the
ionosphere's ability to reflect radio waves back to
earth.

By coincidence, Craig said, Marconi was conducting his
Newfoundland
experiment during a period when sunspot activity was
at its lowest
ebb in an 11-year cycle. The same sunspot minimum is
occurring this
fall and winter.

The researchers are using a combination of
old-fashioned devices --
including a 165-metre wire receiving antennae -- and
advanced
computer technology to transmit signals in the same
way Marconi
would have, but to record the transmission quality
with modern-day
precision.

The experiment will begin in November and run through
February to
allow the team to gather the widest possible range of
results.

As in Marconi's experiment, a Morse code message will
be transmitted
hourly, but this time the sender will repeat the
letter "V" -- dot-
dot-dot-dash -- to reduce the chance of random
atmospheric clicks
being mistaken for a message.

Asked if he's worried about producing results that
cast further
doubt on an iconic event in Canadian history and
Newfoundland
identity, Craig said science must ultimately determine
whether
Marconi's historic feat was "too good to be true."

"And in the final analysis, we're dealing with
probabilities. I
don't think we'll ever be absolutely certain about
what happened."

--
Regards,
Jerry Proc
E-mail: jerry7proc@yahoo.com

__________________________________________________
Do You Yahoo!?
Tired of spam?  Yahoo! Mail has the best spam protection around 
http://mail.yahoo.com 

------------------------------
Message-ID: <001501c6ef4a$7566fd60$14e47443@KB6NAX>
From: "Arden Allen" <gumbear@pacbell.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: [FWD] Famous signal may have been static
Date: Fri, 13 Oct 2006 21:37:14 -0700
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

There's only one problem with what appears to be a publicity stunt, re:

"....The same sunspot minimum is occurring this fall and winter. ..."

This is a notably **unscientific** statement.  How does one guarantee this
sunspot minima is the "same" as the one in 1901?  The ozone layer isn't the
same.  The atmosphere isn't even the same.  Kim Jung Il's pop corn fart
could have a profound effect also... ;-)

Arden Allen
KB6NAX
735 Sixth St.
Vallejo, CA 94590
gumbear@pacbell.net


------------------------------
From: WA5CAB@cs.com
Message-ID: <485.a28d675.3261c854@cs.com>
Date: Sat, 14 Oct 2006 00:57:56 EDT
Subject: Re: [FWD] Famous signal may have been static
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="part1_485.a28d675.3261c854_boundary"


--part1_485.a28d675.3261c854_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Even the absolute elevation of the average surface of the Atlantic Ocean 
isn't in the same place.  We're 105 years further on in the warm-up from from the 
last Ice Age (erroneously thought by Luddites and other Liberals to be human 
caused "Global Warming").  So the horizon as seen from the site of the 
transmitting and receiving antennas isn't in the same location either.

In a message dated 10/13/2006 11:40:05 PM Central Daylight Time, 
gumbear@pacbell.net writes: 
> There's only one problem with what appears to be a publicity stunt, re:
> 
> "....The same sunspot minimum is occurring this fall and winter. ..."
> 
> This is a notably **unscientific** statement.  How does one guarantee this
> sunspot minima is the "same" as the one in 1901?  The ozone layer isn't the
> same.  The atmosphere isn't even the same.  Kim Jung Il's pop corn fart
> could have a profound effect also... ;-)
> 

Robert Downs - Houston
<http://www.wa5cab.com> (Web Store)
MVPA 9480
<wa5cab@cs.com> (Primary email)
<wa5cab@houston.rr.com> (Backup email)

--part1_485.a28d675.3261c854_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*         ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---            *
*     This post contains a forbidden message format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

--part1_485.a28d675.3261c854_boundary--

------------------------------
Message-ID: <005901c6ef95$598e4760$fa01fea9@262ul>
From: "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re:  Famous signal may have been static
Date: Sat, 14 Oct 2006 08:33:34 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have serious doubts about the "period equipment" they're going 
to use, as well.  That transmitter was no small potatoes.
Like Robert said: no chance they can
exactly duplicate the conditions.  
And it sounds like they've already made up their minds.
I suspect this is one of those
"Hey!  How about this to get us some funding,
 so we don't have to take a *real* job" things.

You know- back in 1985, a lot of people told me it was
"mathematically impossible" for a few microwatts of power
on 180 KC to be heard over 1000 miles, until I played them 
the tape on the 75 meter net.  Then some "doubted" it, 
until I played them the 2000 mile tape.
Then, all of a sudden, lots of people could hear these
signals over those ranges and were saying:
"of course; I knew it all along."  

Marconi didn't listen to "nay-sayers" and skeptics.
He was determined, persistent and made it happen
in the face of detractors and back-biters.
Persistence often pays where "wise" pronouncements fall short.
D.S.

------------------------------
Message-ID: <018501c6ef99$29bf8590$650fa8c0@radioroom>
From: "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Famous signal may have been static
Date: Sat, 14 Oct 2006 09:58:33 -0400
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	format=flowed;
	charset="iso-8859-1";
	reply-type=original
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

>I have serious doubts about the "period equipment" they're 
>going
> to use, as well.  That transmitter was no small potatoes.
> Like Robert said: no chance they can
> exactly duplicate the conditions.

Look, this isn't an issue of debate.
Anyone with an ounce of smarts knows that Marconi used the 
DX cluster to get the message. It was nothing short of a 
glorified packet QSO.



On a more serious note, it would be totally impossible to 
duplicate the conditions from back then today. I don't know 
what the noise figure of the receiver system was, but if 
Marconi's receiver was into ambient noise floor (which I 
doubt) then the noise floor today is several dB stronger 
even in a very quiet rural location because of the blanket 
of EMI we are now feeding into the environment. It would 
take a darned good system to work across that path during 
daylight on the frequency they used. They picked almost the 
worse possible time, sunspots or not.

So here is the question, what was the bandwidth and noise 
figure of the receiver? What were the antennas and ground 
systems?

73 Tom 

------------------------------

End of BOATANCHORS Digest 3964
******************************




